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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Remarks/Arguments 

1 . This communication is considered fully responsive to the Amendment filed on 18 
August 2009. 

a. The 112 rejection(s) to claims 13-23 is/are withdrawn since the claim(s) 
has/have been cancelled. 

b. The 101 rejection(s) to claims 13-23 is/are withdrawn since the claim(s) 
has/have been cancelled. 

c. The 101 rejection(s) to claims 1-4 is/are withdrawn since the claim(s) 
has/have been amended accordingly. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim(s) 1-9 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, as necessitated by amendment. 

Object libraries come in two types: static and dynamically linked. Statically 
linked libraries are linked at compile time. Source code is compiled into object 
code which is machine readable code. The object code is then linked into an 
executable binary. The executable binary can then be run as an application by a 
user. 

Dynamically linked libraries are loaded at runtime rather than compile 
time. The linking is done at application load time or during execution. Examples 
of dynamic linking include DLLs or Dynamic-Link Libraries on Windows based 
systems and dynamic shared objects on UNIX based systems. 
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A compiled executable module and compiled data structure are both 
analogous to a compiled object library. They are both source code compiled into 
machine readable object code. The claims specify compiling and linking a library 
into a server application. Compiling and linking a library teach a statically linked 
library. 

See below for more detailed rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim(s) 1 and 3 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,918,018 A to Gooderum etal. {"Gooderum") in view of 
"HypertextTransfer Protocol - HTTP/1 .0" to Berners-Lee et al. ("Berners-Lee") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,375,242 A to Kumar etal. ("Kumar"). 

As to claim 1, Gooderum disclose(s) a computer executing a Web server 
program, comprising: 

a plurality of virtual hosts (Gooderum; col. 25; II. 24-29; many commerce 
servers run on the same machine) accessible using connection requests 
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(Gooderum; commerce servers serve HTTP requests; col. 25; II. 24-29) passed 
over a computer network (Gooderum; Fig. 1 ; network). 

Gooderum do(es) not expressly disclose each of the virtual hosts being 
identified by a corresponding virtual host identifier includable in a connection 
request. 

Berners-Lee disclose(s) http request URLs including IP address or domain 
name. (Berners-Lee; p. 1 1 ) The IP address or domain identifies the virtual host. 

Gooderum and Berners-Lee are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor with respect to transferring data over a network. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the identifier aspect of Berners-Lee with the 
requests of Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been to make an 
HTTP request that conforms to the known standard of the time. (Berners-Lee; p. 
11) 

Gooderum further disclose(s) a plurality of executable modules, each of 
the modules defining a predetermined function; (Gooderum ; CGI scripts are 
executables; col. 26; II. 10-22) 

a plurality of configuration sub-files corresponding to the virtual hosts, 
each of the configuration subfiles defining which of the executable module 
functions are usable by a corresponding one of the virtual hosts. (Gooderum; 
create server configuration files; col. 25; II. 16) 
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Gooderum do(es) not expressly disclose wherein each of said plurality of 
executable modules is compiled and linked to said web server program. 

Kumar disclose(s) compiling and linking object libraries into an executable 
program. (Kumar; Fig. 1) 

Gooderum and Kumar are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor with respect to computer software libraries. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the compiling and linking of Kumar with the 
web server of Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been to divide 
the code into a number of smaller simpler modules which are then linked 
together, (col. 1, II. 50-60) 

As to claim 3, Gooderum disclose(s) a computer further comprising a 
plurality of log files corresponding to the virtual hosts. {Gooderum; logging; col. 
25; II. 43) 

5. Claim(s) 2 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,918,018 A to Gooderum et al. {"Gooderum") in view of 
"HypertextTransfer Protocol - HTTP/1 .0" to Berners-Lee etal. ("Berners-Lee") in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,064,723 A to Cohn etal. ("Cohn"). 

As to claim 2, Gooderum does not expressly disclose a computer, 
wherein the configuration sub-files are included in a master configuration file. 

Cohn disclose(s) a master database containing configuration. {Cohn; col. 
31, II. 24-38) 



Application/Control Number: 10/655,575 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2445 

Gooderum and Cohn are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor with respect to networked systems. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the master database aspect of Cohn with the 
configuration files of Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been 
speed the process of loading the configurations. {Cohn; col. 31 , II. 24-38) 
6. Claim(s) 4 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,918,018 A to Gooderum etal. {"Gooderum") in view of 
"HypertextTransfer Protocol - HTTP/1 .0" to Berners-Lee etal. {"Berners-Lee") in view of 
U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 20090037991 A1 to Ellis etal. {"Ellis"). 

As to claim 4, Gooderum does not expressly disclose a computer, further 
comprising means for creating a log entry identifying at least one of the virtual 
hosts accessed by a connection request. 

Ellis disclose(s) logging web entries with the URL of a web request. {Ellis; 
[0024]) 

Gooderum and Ellis are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor with respect to transferring data over a network. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the URL aspect of Ellis with the logging of 
Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been to fully identify relevant 
information about the request. {Ellis; [0024]) 
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7. Claim(s) 5, 7 and 8 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,918,018 A to Gooderum etal. ("Gooderum") in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,774,551 A to Wu et al. ("Wu"). 

As to claim 5, Wu disclose(s) a method of administering a network server, 
the method comprising the acts of: 

providing a server having a configuration file, providing a default data 
structure for identifying the types of resources a to be used to process 
connection requests of that type. (Wu; col. 7, Table 1; shows a configuration 
mapping code modules to types of resources) 

Gooderum do(es) not expressly disclose compiling said default data 
structure; 

linking said default data structure with said server. 

Kumar disclose(s) compiling and linking object libraries into an executable 
program. (Kumar, Fig. 1) 

Gooderum and Kumar are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor with respect to computer software libraries. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the compiling and linking of Kumar with the 
web server of Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been to divide 
the code into a number of smaller simpler modules which are then linked 
together, (col. 1,11.50-60) 
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Wu do(es) not expressly disclose receiving from a remote host a 
connection request, the connection request requesting that a specified resource 
be served to the remote host; (Gooderum; http clients request file and CGI 
executables from the commerce server; See Fig. 8 and col. 26 20-35) 

processing the connection request to identify the specified resource as 
being of one of a plurality of resource types. {Gooderum ; col. 25, II. 55-60, type 
enforcement) 

Gooderum disclose(s) receiving http request from clients to a server on a 
remote host where the resources are of different types. Gooderum; http clients 
request file and CGI executables from the commerce server; See Fig. 8 and col. 
26 20-35) (Gooderum; col. 25, II. 55-60, type enforcement) 

Wu and Gooderum are analogous art because they are from the same 
field of endeavor with respect to remotely accessing data. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the association of Wu with the receiving and 
processing of Gooderum. The suggestion/motivation would have been to allow a 
pluggable architecture to allow many different modules to operate in a unified 
architecture. {Wu; col. 3, II. 30-40) 

Wu further disclose(s) consulting the default data structure to identify a 
code module matching said resource specified in said connection request; and 
(Wu; col. 8, II. 5-10 reads the configuration file) 
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executing the code module to process resources of the type of said 
specified resource. (Wu; col. 8, II. 12-45; loads the service upon demand to 
invoke function) 

As to claim 7, Gooderum disclose(s) a method, wherein the connection 
request is an HTTP protocol request. (Gooderum; http; col. 25; II. 2) 

As to claim 8, Gooderum disclose(s) a method, wherein the connection 
request is an HTTPS protocol request. (Gooderum; https; col. 25; II. 2) 
8. Claim(s) 6 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 5,918,018 A to Gooderum etal. ("Gooderum") in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 5,774,551 A to Wu et al. ("Wu") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,040 B1 to Acton et 
al. ("Acton"). 

As to claim 6, Wu disclose(s) a method, further comprising: 

providing a new code module to be used to process resources of a 
particular type when requested by a remote host; (Wu; col. 7, Table 1; UNIX 
libraries are provided in the configuration file) 

modifying the data structure stored in the configuration file to identify the 
new code module as a code module to be used to process resources of the 
particular type, thereby producing a modified data structure; and (col. 1 1 ; II. 20- 
25; add new entries to the configuration file) 

Wu do(es) not expressly disclose compiling the modified data structure 
and the new code module with existing network server software. (Acton; 
compiling a type library) 
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Acton disclose(s) compiling a type library. (Acton; col. 4, II. 62-65) 

Wu and Acton are analogous art because they are from the same field of 

endeavor with respect to code libraries. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 

ordinary skill in the art to combine the compiling of Acton with the method of Wu. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been to provide the new functionality in 

the form of a compiled binary. (Acton; col. 4, II. 62-65) 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRYAN LEE whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5606. The examiner can normally be reached on 9/4/5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571-272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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